In the original publication of the article, data of maximum nodal displacement were published incorrectly in few places. The correct data are provided below.
Under the section 5.6 Verification of Four Aftershock-Influence Levels, data of maximum nodal displacement in the following sentence were published incorrectly as, "… stiffness still remains good, with only L/456 as the maximum nodal displacement. Under condition 16, the… ." The correct sentence should read as "…stiffness still remains good, with only L/1368 as the maximum nodal displacement. Under condition 16, the… ."
In addition, data of maximum nodal displacement in the following sentence were published incorrectly as "… The structural stiffness reduces a lot, with many visibly bent tubes, and the maximum nodal displacement reaches L/199. Under condition 20, the model topples." The correct sentence should read as "…The structural stiffness reduces a lot, with many visibly bent tubes, and the maximum nodal displacement reaches L/597. Under condition 20, the model topples."
Finally, data of maximum nodal displacement of Table 7 were published incorrectly. The correct version of Table 7 is provided below. Online ISSN 2093 -6311 Print ISSN 1598 -2351 The original article can be found online at https ://doi.org/10.1007/ s1329 6-019-00272 -w.
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